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REMARKS 

Upon entry of the foregoing amendments, claims 1 , 6 to 16 and 21 to 30 are 
presently pending. Claims 2 to 5, 17 to 20 and 31 to 45 have been canceled, without 
prejudice. Claims 1 and 16 have been amended, without prejudice, to recite the 
limitation of claims 3 and 18, respectively, which the Examiner has not rejected over the 
art of record. Claim 1 has also been amended to recite the definition of variable "n". No 
new subject matter has been added. 

Applicants reserve the right to pursue the deleted subject matter in one or more 
continuing applications prior to issuance of a patent on the instant application. 

Discussion of the § 112. second paragraph rejection 

Claims 1 to 15 are generally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, 
as indefinite for failing to recite the definition of variable "n" (Action at 2). Applicants 
respectfully submit that this rejection is moot in view of the foregoing amendments. 

Discussion of the Anticipatory Rejections 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 10, 16, 17, 19, 20, 22 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,015,845 to Yonetani et al. 
("Yonetani"). (Action at 3). Claims 16 to 20, 22 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being allegedly anticipated by European Patent No. 0199671 to Gebauer et 
al. ("Gebauer"). (Action at 3). Claims 16 to 20, 22 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(b) as being allegedly anticipated by Japanese Patent No. 2001-89716 to Seiji et 
al. ("Seiji"). (Action at 6). Claims 16 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,729,696 to Goto et al. ("Goto). (Action at 7). 
Although Applicants respectfully disagree with the above-detailed rejections, 
independent claims 1 and 16 have been amended to recite the limitation of claims 3 and 
18, respectively, which the Examiner has not rejected over the art of record. Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection. 
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Discussion of the Obviousness Rejections 

Claims 13 to 15 and 28 to 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly 
unpatentable over the combination of Yonetani, Gebauer and Seiji. (Action at 5). 
Claims 1 , 4, 6 to 16, 19 and 21 to 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly 
patentable over the combination of Goto and U.S. Patent No. 5,891 ,942 to Parish et al. 
("Parish"). (Action at 5). Claims 6, 8, 9, 1 1 , 12, 21 , 23, 24, 26, 27, 31 to 37, 39, 40, 42, 
44 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly unpatentable over the 
combination of Gebauer and Seiji in view of Goto and Parish. (Action at 7). Claims 31 
to 37, 39, 40, 42, 44 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly 
unpatentable over Goto in view of Gebauer. (Action at 8). Although Applicants 
respectfully disagree with the above-detailed rejections, independent claims 1 and 16 
have been amended to recite the limitation of claims 3 and 18, respectively, which the 
Examiner has not rejected over the art of record. Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection. 

Discussion of the Double Patenting Rejection 

Claims 1 to 37, 39, 40, 42, 44 and 45 are provisionally rejected as allegedly 
unpatentable under the doctrine of non-statutory obviousness-type double-patenting in 
view of claims 1 to 49 of co-pending U.S. Application Serial No. 10/679,871 . (Action at 2 
to 3). As per the MPEP, if the provisional double patenting rejection is the only rejection 
remaining, it should be withdrawn to permit the application to issue as a patent. (MPEP 
§ 804). In view of the foregoing amendments, this provisional double patenting rejection 
will be the only rejection remaining. Accordingly, applicants request that this rejection 
be withdrawn. Any remaining double patenting issues will be addressed by applicants 
in Application No. 1 0/679,871 . 
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Conclusion 

Applicants submit respectfully that this application is now in condition for 
allowance. Accordingly, an indication of allowability and an early Notice of Allowance 
are respectfully requested. 

It is hereby requested that the term to respond to the Action of July 10, 
2006 be extended pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1 .136(a) for one (1) month, from 
October 10, 2006 to November 10, 2006. Included herein is an authorization to 
charge the extension fee to a credit card. 

The Commissioner is authorized hereby to charge any additional fees or credit 
any overpayment associated with this Reply (copy enclosed) to Deposit Account 
Number 19-5425. 



Synnestvedt & Lechner LLP 
2600 Aramark Tower 
1101 Market Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 
Telephone: (215) 923-4466 
Facsimile: (215) 923-2189 



Date : November 9. 2006 
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